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2012 City -wide Storm Water Analysis

PROJECT GOAL

Reduce Unacceptable
Storm Water Flooding
Throughout the City
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Predicted City -wide Flooding

Predicted City-Wide Flooding

City-Wide Storm Water Plan, Waukesha, WI
6" Rainfall Event
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Evaluated Alternatives for 10 Areas of

Concern
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Storm Water Areas of Concern
City-Wide Storm Water Plan
City of Waukesha, W1
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5 Public Meetings Were Held

May 1, Areas 1 and 2
May 15, Areas 5 and 7
June 5, Areas 4 and 6

June 19, Areas 8 and 9
July 17, Summary of All Areas




Steps Taken After July 17 Meeting

Input From Board Of Public Works

Direction by Council

Implementation Plan




Implementation Plan

Ranked Areas/Projects
Developed Recommended
Program

Prepared 20year Implementation
Plan




Ranking Based Upon Four Criteria

s Property Impacts

mn PUDIIiC Safety

s FiNancial Leveraging

m  ENVironmental Impacts
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Ranking
Drainage | Aldermanic Other Projects in the Drainag Total C.ZOSt Property | Public Flnanqal Environmenta] Combined Area of
Area District Area of Concern Area per Dramagelm acts (1 Safety (2 Leveraging Impacts (4) |Ranking (5 Concern Comments
Area P v 3) P 9 Priority (6)
Rolling Ridge Dr. and N. | Waukesha Bypass road proje .
1 5&14 University Dr. on Meadowbrook Road $5,900,000 5 1 2 4,5 3.4 1 Addresses street flooding
N. University Dr., between
2 5&14 Emslie Dr. a!“’ Darrell Dr., a None in the curr_ent Five _Yea $7,000,000 4 2 8 54 4.6 3 Addresses street flooding
well as Patrick Ln., south off Road plan or private projectg
Darrell Dr.
3 2 Airport Business Park and Pef None in the current Five _Yea $800,000 1 3 8 8.8 5.6 8 3.8" already implemented
Dr. Road Plan or private project
4 3,8&9 Frame Park Creek at Hardin Work is outside of roadways $900,000 2 4 8 1,8 4.6 4 Addresses flooding in the alley
Ave. and Anoka Ave.
Lawndale Ave. and S. |Road project on South Morela| Proximity to Hospital
5 3.413&1 Washington Ave. Boulevard $4,400,000 3 8 4 6.6 5.4 ! neighborhood street flooding
Planned reconstruction of
6 1 E. Moreland Blvd. at Wolf Rd Moreland Blvd by WisDOT ar $9,000,000 6 7 1 8,3 5 5 Addresses street flooding
by the City
7 | 4,13 & 14| Summit Ave. and Michigan A R02d construction projects ol ¢, 7 44 50¢ 7 9 5 3,2 5.2 g | ncludes conveyance in Sylvan
Summit Drive area and three areas of detentio
Road construction on South .
Addresses stredtooding. The cos
8 6,7 10 | > VestAve, S. Grand Ave,, GrandAvenueand |5 590 00¢ g 6 3 2,1 4 2 does not include $1,400,000 of
S. East Ave. at W. Sunset Dredevelopment of former Kma :
TIF funding
parcel
9 6, 8,10 & 1]W. Newhall Ave. at S. West A] Newhall Avenue road work| $7,700,000 10 10 6 1,7 6.8 9 Above ground storage at forme
DMV/DOT property
10 138 14 Merrill Crest Park None in the current Five Yeg o) 545 gg g 5 8 8 7.6 10
Road Plan or private project:
Total Cost $68,800,00

(1) Based on the number of structures where flooding was addressed in the areas of concern
(2) Based on the number of blocks of flooded roadway flooded in the areas of concern

(3) Consideration for planned road reconstruction, TIF Districts and known private development
(4) Based on the number of potential water quality facilities and improvements

(5) Average of rankings

(6) Based on the combined ranking



Overall Flood Mitigation Projects




